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THE MYSTERIOUS HEIR j 



0&9 



Who is Mr^ Walter Howard? 



To his Grace the Duke of Norfolk. 

MY LOilD, 

For some years pa^t, & person by the name oi WAttfisf 
Howard, has ai^sumed to himself a priority of right of inhe* 
^itanc^' before your Grace ^o the title of DtK£ of Norfolk. 
Tliis unfortdnaic gehtlemati has long been a suitor,' inrhose 
pertinacious intrusion has often created a disturbance in the 
Courts of Liaw, at the Lords^ House of Parliamei)it, aind at 
the very door of your Grace's mansion in St. James's-square : 
Kisiiamei^ familiarised to the public, btit the nature of his ^ 
pretensions appWar^ merged iii uncertainty and 6\)scurity.' 

By a[ MS. now before me, I pcreeiije tliat he challengear 
H descent ffoim the illustrious Family of Howard ; and 
asserts, — ^thftt mtiltifaridus' pracfibes have be^n resoi^ted to, 
in order to falsify those records by which the fact of his: 
tett^al'o^ migfht be made elcar, and hie just rights truly 



established. — ^How far then Mr. Walter Howard is to W 
credited in this representation I do not know ; but I 
should presume, from all the circumstances attending his 
continual applications to your Grace, and his repeated 
petitions to the Lord Chancellor, that a great mystery per- 
Tades the birth and parentage of this person, or to use a 
^common phrase, there seems ^^ something rotten in the state 
of Denmark.^^ 

It probably, my Lord, may be of little consequence to 
the community at large, whether the Dukedom of NorfoUs 
shall be enjoyed by your Grace, or by Mr. Waltrr Howard; 
yet, in the scale of national justice, the subject is important, 
because a Dignity which ranks the first in the kingdom after 
the Blood Royal, ought to be as perfect in the right of 
Inheritance, as it is high in point of Honor. 

The history of the Howard Family is fraught with 
characters who certainly have not all left behind them an 
unsullied reputation. I by no means intimate a reflection 
upon the first Howard, who from a Knight became a Lord 
in the reign of Henry YI. and afterwards undcnr the bloody 
usurper Richard HI. was made a Duke, and acquired those 
immense grants which . enriched himself and his posterity \ 
nor upon that Earl of Northampton who is considered to 
have been concerned in the odious death of Sir Thomas 
Orerbury, and by Weldon is said to have declared, ^^ that 
he would not mind being perpetually damned in Hell to be 
revenged of Sir Richard Mansell !^* — nor upon that Howard 
who, in the time of the civil war, served the parliament 
against the King, and thereby contributed to his sovereign"! 
downfall and misfortunes, and was afterwards made a Baron 
and a Viscount by the protector Cromwell, whose son Richard 
he forsook, . became a king^s man, and was re-oreateijL 



into his Cromwelian honors ;-^iior upon that tfowtrd" who 
was the Tile evidence against the noble Lord Rnssel, and 
by his infamous testimony brought that Tirtoiras patriot t6 
the block ! But, my Lord, where the passions hare be^^ 
found to bear an unruly sway, and where men, noble by birth 
and refined by education^ have sacrifict^d moral cbaraoter tt 
satiate ambition, malice, avarice, revenge, or other bas# 
propenilities, there naturally is excited a suspicion that Iftr* 
Walter Howard, though he may not be exactly orthodpx,. 
yet may have considerablei reason for what he asserts^ 
namely, — that foul practices have been exercised to depvivik 
him of his birth-rights 

Your Grace is at the head of an office, which, ignorant 
people deem the repertorium of correct genealogy. . Your 
Grace has under you divers stipendiaries and vassal kings^ 
who, no doubt, by the industry of their talents can furnjah 

a pedigree to shew that Mr. W. H is an impostor, and 

that he has no more ground for what he pretends, tham 
*^ the man in tAe moon.'* Already I believe an attempt 
has been made to deduce Mr. W. Howard from a Sir Charles. 
Howard of Somersham ; but from what branch of the Howard 
family this Sir Charles was descended, has not been shown, 
further, than that he was $ofne how or other connected witk 
the Suffolk line* Thin certainly has been an ingenious posi« 
tion, in order to put Mr. Walter Howard out of the direct 
course of descent from Henry, sixth Duke of Norfolk, be^ 
cause any male issue from that Duke, would have had a 
priority of Claim to the high dignities of the family over your 
Grace's father, at the time he assumed the same. I do. not 
say that Mr. Walter Howard is derived from one of the 
younger sons of the said Duke Henry, but nevertheless I 
am impressed with the idea, that he most assuredly is of 
that stock 



" iiit iMfiHHl feftd fllcJlfol g«fv<lcift^rf iihcler youlr Gh-ace'^s 
dMIfrstif^ liftvflf ti ftappy a^d I'eady ttdflptatioti 6t things to' 
tftf t a pil^tieiiht pdrpose^ But ihey should' remember that 
«^e te an te^ftftrtabte Pfotfdeneip/ tvho, id the br^ation of 
^1 dnimal Witig^^ has giTctt ati uiicrriri^ sigh by whicft 
^IR^h of ita kmd ktd rice ^hall be known. Look ;fou my 
Lord, to the pooir aitd patient, though flt-trea^<^d Beast of 
Jems^l6ttt, t^d^e ^hontder still pre^ertes the fin^-mart 
df his heavenly master. T^o thousand years h^ve not beetf 
dbU to eradicate that distitrguishable feature ; and eteu ^o; 
Aef Phlsiogttotny of Mi*. WAtttn Howard denoted him a de- 
scendant of that great man^ Thomas, EAtti 6v Attti^tyEt (tb^ 
edebrated collector) ivhom your Grace is pleased to deno- 
iadhtit your ancestor. 

1*hls circUini^tance is thfe more fioticeable, inasmuch ay 
it fttditipi^ the identity of the party "with the blood from 
Ifhit'Il, he claiihd his descent. 

< 

'Your Gra(5e ^ucdeeded to your l?ather'*s honoi^ as a 
lbatt<^r of right; but the question seems to be, how far your 
'^fbrthy Father was in point of law intitled to succeed 
to those honors on the death of Edward Duke of Norfolk, 
without issue male in i77t ? I believe (but speak under 
correction) that he assumed them without passing arty in- 
vestigation as to the fact of his descent, so that the absolute 
failure of issue male, from the nun>*rous male branches' 
which had stood in an elder degree of blood, was never en- 
quired into and proved. I do not assert that any undue 
advantage Was taken over any one, but the pages of our 
peerage History furnish instances where the wrong heir hay 
sbmetimes taken possession of the inheritance of the righ^ 
heir ;-^as in the case ot the Barony of Willoughby de 
Parham, as established iu the Lords^ Gemmittee of i^rivi- 



ivell koQWu trial 10 ]>u)3»mi : »»d if 1 9.m. UQt oi^to]i^|. f)M| 
,8sime i» the person of Gwrge E^P^ of TyrqQWWi, bif pl^W 
^brother being at that time alive but a lunatic. 



■. •» . » • _ 



ihe foundeF of one's pyfn jiob'clity^ thw ti||i^ f»gx?ad of -jl^ll 
old wo^n out stock.; this obscgrvatiop iii?ty b9 ^^U j^ppUo^ jf 
it could be certain tliat the Ylrtuou^ jactioiif of f})^ pQ^ T[^"(4 
predominate over the vi^es of the other. 1 do not know 
tl^at the reviewer ha4 iQ-apntwnpl^tipp th^ fU^jof alS^elson 
f ontra^ted with tfce fallen foirtuw of tbf Hpwvd^ in ik^ 
person of itfr, Waljei^ Howahp ; b? prpbiibly hf^ »ot ; hf^t 
It seeois most assuredly to be a more gratif^ipg f^nd cpQSP* 
lafpry redection, ratheir to be derived frppi ^ duRj^biU JW^ 
exalted by pur owi^ mgrits, tbfttt to be 4c«K!^de4 of t}m 
npbjest Jiouse.in CbfisjtpndQQip suppfost^d bj Qne^^^bmiff 
treated by tbem with i^di^nity^ v«d ;p|^u^^d iato pOTf 4} 
and di^race. 

* * * ' ■ 

JPpverty knows np jSri^fids; Hftj»4^.ilQ jjiftdrpd ill weajt^ 
power and rank; the voice of poverty is false; it is unheard 
.'till the day of Judgm^^t, whe« t)i« jpi^ wbp sl>all bav^ for- 
saken the religlpn of bis fprefatbpr^ will e^perieaof, tbat t^ 
robe pf i^tftt^ 9pq^ifla»4^ »P wore |aTor tban.:t)u^ gafi^mt 

of raffS. . . 

i ■*?.....■ ^ . • 

My Lord, from the period of nature, your Grace has 
pot a very long course to run; at such a, crisis, justice calls 
ppon you to declare wiio is Mr. W. Howard. If he be not 
the heir of the No|*f<4k iafiiilys ff ntiq^ the world of the 
fact by an adequate statement: the public has a right to call 
for this exposition, because the public business has reitera- 
tedly been interrupted by this peryon in the Courts of Judi- 
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iaturt; Ai he hat been as frequently announced in tha 
ailinial'prints, as the claimant of the Notfolk Titles; while 
hia own representations loudly state him an iqjured and in* 
fulted man. 

'" Should he be really the prior heir to your Grace, re* 
pteiance is better late than n^erer, and it would be aii act of 
IH^gnanhnity for you rather to confess than to endeaTour 
lo conceal the point any longer* 

It ia tme, that such an acknowledgement would greatly 
discompose the bmily which assumes the right of succession 
after your Grace. But the circumatance would npt operate to 
place them in a more inferior pituation of life than that in 
which they once moved; for if report b to be credited, the 
iktbcr of Mr. Barnard Howard was only a wine merchant 
in Dnblbiy where it furdier says that he failed^ Besides, 
aa the eon was enly -le^timate in the eye of the. law, but 
considered spurious de factor it is the blood of Bingham 
and not of Howard, which in the present state of things, 
ik the heir expectant to your i|dble dignities. 

At any rate my Lord Duke, it is incumbent on ^ou to, 
clear up tiiia mysterious story if you can, for your own ho- 
nor la much implicated in the eyes of the community under 
the present doabtful circumstances attending the birth and 
parentage of Mr. Walter Howard, 
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PJ^EFATOBrY OBSERVATION^. 



■vnpMHMBMBpaf* *— * 



KJS perusing tbe y^okks of those Heralds, or other 
persons*^ who have either published catalogues, 
or written histories of the genealogies of the 
English Nobility it will be founds that th^ have 
almost invariably attributed to the famfly of 
Howard, the inheritance of diriers ancient Baronves 
and Honours which in the enumeration of their 
titles, would nearly induce a belief, that in the 
Dukedom of Norfolk were concentrated, the chief 
and oldest Dignities of the kingdom. 

With respect to the descent of the family of 
HowAiii> in the iMfe line, it appears to fall far short 
of several other houses in point of Baronial Anti- 
quity; for till the time of Henry VI. there is 
no evidence, that it held any place in the hereditary 
PeeragS of the Realm : whereas the namie of. Grey, 
of Talbot, &c. &c. maybe found among the ancient 
feudal Lords, who first derived their Dignities from 
territorial possessions ; ^ and afterwards continued 
them by writ 'of parliamentary confirmation, or 
patent of additional elevation. 
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Dngdale, Milles, Brooke, Collins, Edmondson, &c 
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The first rise .of the Howards^ appears to 
be after the liaateh vith Ifa^ M&whraff family; and 
its adTancement to its highest dignity^ of Duke 
OF Norfolk, owes itself to the favour of that 
sovereign, who, in the pages of history is branded 
with- the most detestable character. — But the name 
of John, H^wabi} fi^^t Lord'^oward a^d, X]fMketof 
No;:folk, , as also tlvat of Jbis son !!J?hobia6 £arj o£ 
Surrey^ are not disparaged by-tbe igaomimoyA 
bands .^\^lMc^,fiaise4 them ;: the fotwer ^Ic^iouslj 
lost ])\f life in. tbe, field, ojf Boswor^h^ and there paid 
the. debt of gratitude to bis patron, by bleeding 
ip his defence; the latter signaliied bis zeai fnd 
biiavery . on the ^me fatal occasion ; an4 though 
wpundfd ^nd m^de prisoner, 9urvU0d' the cOmbsil^ 
and lived to be tb^ ornament of bis^ ^e, aod the 
progenitor of the succeeding nobles of his family. 

. . • ^ ■ ' ' ' ^ ^ ; • . • f 

. The for^n^te alliancevw^ t(ie «^^i(7^:/^iF 
conveyed to ihe house of HqwAJip its royal, aii4 
noble bipo^ ; and thus the Hpwaaps decoding &o^ 
tbi^ match, instead pf tp, their. paterml parent, owe 
tb(^ir, grajjj||eyr and notalj^y o^ Wf^h,* ; to. ffettko^jt 
jrortune, ,, commenci^ io: t]fa^^ ^jyte^ij^h . fleotury^ 
Hpnl^ abput fpur hundred year^ agp; ^ ^ ■.; / 

Eut though the Mowbray, jnajtpb fony^yf^ 
with it dignity of blood qfid:jpo$s^doi^ of JUifid^^ 
it by no means similarly conveyed the .inheritance 
of the Jilowbrat/ Honours; for whatever of them 



* 



wertoieik!«n4flWe» 4«» liMi g^fieral; bMOfbe^'Jb abey- 

^vta:to tbt'fMDily^pf-Ho^AitA tVf the dettdftttittlUioih 
Ojf the abtejriLUd^((i9 ^t««ft^ lieMiMfed) 4h the 

v^ ■ > 1% KWWevtt: li<^' beda the pradifsc Cai* -bfefiwfe 
^bi^inr^l^^^Df'^fleeMg^it^iPtteft^ in^'tteiir accotint^^ 

multitude of dignities^ as if they were absolutely 
invested with^ and inseparable from the descent of 
that Title ; thus, however, while they hold out a 
misrepresentation to the public, they expose them- 
selves to censure, either for their servility or ig- 
norance. 

It may be remarked by an attentive reader 
of the printed pelages, that there are other fami* 
' lies besides that of Howard which have divers 
honours attributed to them, which upon an inves^ 
ligation would be found to rest upon no better 
pretensions ^^ ''iffi J^ B ^y iHy^^^*^^ Baronies, But 

taken the utmost pains tb set forth and celebrate 
'* all the Blood of all the Howards,'' above all the 
blood, of all other noble houses, it naturally fol- 
lows that a family where descent is so blazoned 
and whose dignities are so expatiated upon» 
. should rather become a subject of enquiry, than any 
other, of minor note, in the list of nobility. 
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Without meanings therefiore any offence, ia 
his Grace of NqeI*ole; or any representatiTe of his 
illustrious race^ the following pages are submitted 
to the public^ solely for the purpose of uvrestigating 
the fact^ whether the house of Howard be really 
entitled to all those superior distinctions which have 
for so long a time been lavished upon it ; and if 
such be not the casej then^ that the erriors of the 
old Heralds and the assertions of the moderd 
Genealogists and Histories, loay stand corre^ted^ 
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AN 



ANALYSIS, 



^c. 



OF TIlE 

FAMILY OF HOWARD; 

i&EVERAL o^ our iDost skilful Genealogists have endeavoured 
to set forth the antiquity of this great and uoble family 3 
t i^ome asserting that tloWARDi their common Ancestor in the 

Saxon time, had stppeliatronfrom ah eminent office or com- 
niand in the reign of King Edgfnr, 96 years before th6 
the Norman Conquest; whose son, Leofric, was father of 
the famous Hereward, who with g^eat magnanimity opposed 
William the Conqueror and his Army; and was one of the 
bravest heroes of his age and country. — But, Ingulph,* the 
Abbot of Crowland (his cotemporary] affirms that he lefl no 
Other issue than an heir female, named Turfrida, wife to 
Hugh de Evermue, Lord of Deping, in the county of 
Lincotn. 

Ih another descentf ^^ settled by Mr. Harvey, who was 
CTarerrcieux Kitag of Arms, in the rei§o of Queen Elizabeth, 
And #ifli whftm Glover, J Somerset-Herald, Phillpot, and 
others agree ; the first mentioned progenitor is Aubiir, Earl of 
Passy, in Normandy, who by Addiua his wife, daughter of 

* F. 513. b. N. SO. t MS. b. 21. Ill Bibl. Job. Anstis. Arm Gart. Regw 
Xrmor. X Barotiage, MS. No. 1280. In Offic- Armor. 
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Hurberty Earl of £vreux, had tkreesons; viz. first, WilUam 
Bretiville, Earl of Passy, who died issueless; second, Eustace, 
heir to hit brother William in the Earldom of Passy ; and third^ 
Valerine, who ivat Lord of Vernon, in Normandy: this 
Valerine came into England with the Conqueror, and was 
succeeded by his son called Roger Fitz-Valeriue ; who, possess- 
ing the Castie of Howard, in Flintshire, oftentimes secured 
himself therein, which was therefore called hU Denn, and to 
this day the Castk of Howarikn, 

In the Baronagium Genealogicum, compiled by the Inge- 
nious Mr. EdoMndson, Mowbray-Herald Extraordinary^ from 
Sir William Segar's Manuscripts, another patriarch for this 
illustrious family is suggested io the person of one Fulco, father - 
of Gkdfridus, who had two sons» Alan and Humphry ; Alan, 
the eldest, was fiUher of William» of Wiggenhall, who bad 
three tons; viz. John Howard, Askitillus, and Walfridus* 
John H#ward, the eldest iiod, succeeded to the estate of 
Wiggeubally and by Lucia his wlf<p, daughter to Germoude, 
was fiither of Sir William Howard, the celebrated Judge, 
whose descendants appear to be unquestionably derived, although 
hb own lineage seems so dubious to be ascertained. 

These statements indeed, from the name of the high autho- ^ 

rities on which they are founded, present a certain speciousness 
of credibility, which might be entitled to respect, if their own 
variance, added to what Sir William Dugdale asserts, did not 
shew that an impenetrable cloud of obscurity prevails with 
regard to the parentago#f Judge Howard : the said hist named 
eminent author, whose reputation ranks even above the most 
skilful of the Herald's before mentioued, thus writes ;* viz. 

" There are those perhaps, who, will expect, that I 
<« should ascend much higher, in manifesting the greatness 

1 ■ 11 'I ■■ ■ ■ .1 ■ » ■ n ■■ . I ■ ■ - 

• Dagd. Bar. Vol. II. p. 865. ^ 
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^ of this honorable and large spreading family ; in regard I 
** do not make any mention thereof, above the tim6 of King 
** ^Edward the first. I shall therefore, after much frmtless 
" search to satisfy myself^ as well as others in this pmntf 
** begin with William Howard, a learned and reverend 
'^ Judge, of the Conrt of Common Pleaf, for a great part 

of King Edward the first*8, and beginning of Edward the 

second's reign, &c. 
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From this account, we have the confeasion of Garter* 
King of Arms, aided by the Records of his Ofice, that 
notwithstanding Mr. Pope,* in the boattfal passage of *' all 
the Blood of all the Howards,'^' would seem to carry back 
their descent to the age of Noah, yet, that this family can 
only trace itself with positive accuracy, from a person who 
began to flourish about 200 years after the Noiinan Conquest. 

The following Table will tend to enable the reader to 
comprehend with more facility the preceding statements. 
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* What ran ennohk Sots, or Slares, or Cowards ? 
Alas ! not all tht Blood ^ all the Bawards, Essay IV. L 315. 
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TABLE OF DESCENT, 

9HEWING THE DOUBTFUL LINE. 
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1. William, 2. Eustace, 3. Valerine^ 

Earl of Passy. Earl of Passy. Lord of VernoYi, 

Ob. S. P. in ^onnancly. 
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RoGisR Fitz-Val«rine, 
Lor^ of the Castle of Howard, 
!in Flintshire. 
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William ht Howard. 
Sir John Howard. 
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Sir Robert Howard. 
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Sir John Howard. 



FuLco PE Wiggenhall. 
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Galfridus. 

Humphry. 



Alan. 

William. 
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Sir Henry Howard. John Howard. Askitillus. VValfridv$. 



Sir John Howard. 
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Sir William Howard, 

a learned Judge, temp. Edvrard J. 

(incerti generis. J 



BARONY OF HOWARD. 

Haying already remarked that the origiD of the Howard 
family is inveloped in uncertainty, we shall now proceed to 
shew the descent from Judge Howard, observing merely by 
the way, that until the reign of Edward the fourth, this so 
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fai^i^ extoll^ HoujBe was not reputed among the Barons of 
the Realm, so that hpwever ancient might be their ston, its 
elevation to the degree of Peerage, ranks only within the 
ffiemonf of »ia« * 

Sir William Howard had large possessions in Wiggenhall, 
^nd also at other places in the county of Norfolk, and in 
the 23rd of Edward L had summops, among the rest qf the 
judges 0/ the courts at Westminster, end the^ king's leamett 
cfiuncU, unto the parliament then held there. So likewisje to 
tJiQse parliaments of the 25th, 28th» and 32nd of £dward L 
as also of the 1st of Edward II. He married Alice, daugh- 
ter to Sir Edward Fitton, Knt. and had issue. 

Sir John Howard, Knt. hjs son and heir, who was sheriff 
of Norfolk and Suffolk, from the 3rd to the l6th of Edward II. 
He married Joan, sister of Rjcbard Cornwall, Esq; and 
dying the 5th of Edward III. was succeeded by his son 
and heir, * 

Sir John Howard* Knt. who was admiral of the North 
Seas, the 10th of Edward HI ; and by Alice his wife, daugh« 
ter and heir of Sir Robert de Boys, Knt. had issue Sir Robert 
Howard, Knt. his eldest son, who died. before him, having 
married Margaret, daughter to Robert Lor^Scales, and had 
a son, John, afterwards a Knight ; which 

Sir John Howard, was heir to his grandfather, and was 
sheriff of the county of Hertford, the 3rd of Henry Y. 
He was twice married; his first lady was Margaret, 
daughter and heir of Sir Joh%l|||^, of Tofte, in com. 
Notfolk, Knt. by whom he had a son, John» who died' in 
his. life time, having had issue by Joan, sister and heir to 



* This alludes to matter* subsequent to the reign of Richard I ^ eveiy 

thing prior to that period being deemed beyond the memory of Man, 

' (Vide Black. Comm.) 
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John Walton, Esq. an only daughter and heiis ElisnMiy 
who ^rried John de Vere»' twelfth Earl of Oxford, whotfe 
heirs therefore are the representatives of the elder branch of 
the Howard family. — Sir John^s second lady was Alice, 
daugfiter and heir of Sir William Tendring, of Stote 
Neylandy in com. Suffolk, Knight, and by her he had 
two sons, Tiz. Henry, who married Mary, daughter of Sir 
Henry Hossey, of Sussex, Knight; and left, an only 
daoghter, Elizabeth, who became the vrife of Henry 
Wentworth, of Codham, in com. Essex, Esq. — Robert 
Howard, the youngest son, was a Knight, (>ut died before 
his father. This 

* 

Sir Robert Howard, laid the foundation of the greatness 
of his family : he it was who married Margaret, daughter 
and coheir of Thomas, and cousin and at length coheir to 
John Mowbray, Duke of Norfolk. By this potent lady, he 
had issue, John, his son and heir, and successor to his grand- 
father's inheritance; who, taking part with the house of York 
at the battle of Towton, was then knighted by Edward IV. 
This 

Sir John Howard, the first Baron Howard, and first 

■ 

Duke of Norfolk, was the first of his race advanced to the 
degree of Nobility. He had summons to parliament among 
the Barons of the Realm, by writ, dated the 15th October, 
the 10th Edward IV ;* and the 1st Richard III. was created 
Duke of Norfolk by letters patent, with limitation to the 
issue Male of his 'body .f 

*. ♦ 
Now, with respect to the descent, of these two distinctly 
created honours, we shall perceive, that the Dukedom was 
expressly entailed upon the issue male, by the letters 






'. v"^' 



• Dagd. Lists of Sara. t Chart. 1st Rich. M. i. 



patent; but the Barony of Howard, stiled in tbe writ of 
sammons,* '* Howard de Howard/* being created by writ, 
and reoderd efficient by the subsequent sitting ander it^ 
originated what is usually termed, u Banmy in Fee» descend- 
able to heirs general; and tbe aame therefore became 
ii^heritable by an heir female; while the Dukedom could 
only descend upon the heir male. 

Buty before we proceed further with any remarks upon 
the Barony, we will shew the line of descent from Judge 
Howard, temp. Edward I. to John, created Lord Howard, 
temp. Edward rV. 

Sir William How AaOy=ALicR, Daughter to Sir 
CIgnoti G€uerisJ I £dw. FittOB, Knt. 

Sir John HowAap,:= Joan, Sitter to Richard 
eld. Son and H«ir. | Cornwall, Esq. 

I ' ■ 

Sir JoHjf UowARDys Alics, Daughter and Heir 
• Son and Heir. | to Sir Rob. de Boys, Knt. 

Sir Robert How a^d,=s Margaret, Daughter to 
ob. vi. Pat. I Kobert, Lord Scales. 



2nd Wife. 
Alice, Daught. & Heir 
of Sir \Va. Tendring, 
Knt. 



I 



=p Sir John Howard, == ist Wife. 

ob. 16 Hen. VI. I 31 arc a ret. Daughter 

I and Heir to Sir Johu 

Plaiz, Knt. 



2. Henry =p Mart, 



Howard. 



Daught. of 

Sir Henry 

Haiiey,Kt. 



3. 8ur RoB.=F:MAReA- 1. Sir JOHN=JoAtf, 



Howard, 

ob. vi. Pat. 



ELfEABKTH, Daugh- 
ter &i. Heir, married 
Henry Wcntworth, 
£iq 



Howard, 

Knt. ob. ri» 
Pal. 



Sir John Howard, 
Howard de Howard, by Writ,l(>thOct. 
lOth Edw. IV. and Duke of Notiblk 
by Ptt. leth June, 1st Rihh. 111. 

* Dugd. ut antra. . * 



RET, . 

Daught. 

to Thos. 

& Cousin 

& Coheir 

to John 
Mowbray 

Duke of 
Kodblk. 

Elizabeth, 

Sole DuiTghter and Heir, 

married 

John, the 12thVere« 

Earl of Oxfitrd. 

Knt. created Bai'on 



ter & Heir 

to John 

WaltoUyesq* 



» 



it 



From thb Table, the Haeage of his Grace the fint 
Duke of Norfolk and Lord Howard may be 86eD> clearly 
derived from his first anthcDticated Ancestor ; at the same 
time it may be seeD, that his father Sir Robert Howard, 
had two elder brothers John and Henry, each of which left 
a daughter and heir, whereby the Amu of Howard accor-^ 
diug to the Law and Usage of bearing of Arms, as laid 
down by Dugdale in his celebrated Treatise* upon that 
subject, could not descend upon ^his Grace the said Duke, 
without a mark of Cadence or difference to shew him the 
representative of a younger branch of his family. 

Now to return to the descent of the Barony of 
Howard, it is to be observed| that if it had its creation by 
writ^ it became descendable to the heir general, whenever 
the immediate male line should fail; and as the present 
Duke of Norfolk is only derived from a distant collateral 
male branch, with heirs general of the elder branch in exis- 
tance, and standing in a priority of blood, it seems evident 
that in conformity to the Law of Descent, touching Baronies 
in Fee, the said Barony of Howard is not vested in the said 
Duke of Norfolk, nor in his line of descent from the Howard 
family. The following Tables of Descent will however dis- 
play this view of the case with more precision. 



• Vide Dugdale'a Ufage of Anns, as also hit Baronage, and Ins 
Warwickshire ^ wherein the case and contest of Hastings, for the Arms 
of Hastings, are very fnlly set foHh. 



1 
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TABLfi I. 

_ 1st Wife.* 

Sir JpHM Howard, -j- Catherine, .Daughter 
fii-st Lord'Howard nnd Duke of |,' of William, Lord Molinta 
Norfolk, i\^ia at JBosworth, , 
and attainted i Hen. Vli. 



r 



Sir Thomas HowAmD s 
created Earl of Surrey, vi. pat. 

Si8th June, 1st Ric. 111.; 
after attaijited Itt Iiem7 YII. $ 

restored Earl of S«nrey, 

4th Htery^^ VII. ; iaiid created 

DukeofNorii»lk,.5th 

Heury VQl. 



Thomas Howabd, «; 
eldest Son and lleir, third 

Hiika of MnafnUf 
attainted 88th Henry VIII. 

restored ist Q. Mary. 




lat Wife. 

Elizabeth, Daughter 

4|Heir of Sir Fred. Tilney, Kt. 

aadfvUctof • 
^irHumh doorchier, Kat. 
Son and^eir Appaieut to tha 
iMtd Berners. 



Elisabeth, Daughter of 
Edward Stafford, 
Dnko ofJtnrkinghaii. . 



HsNRT Earl of Surrey, 
i^ttaiii^ed and beheaded 38th 
y IHitry VIII. vi. pat. 



J 



Thomas, 

fourth Duke of Norfolk, 

restored in Blood Ist Mary, 

and succeeded 

to his Grandfaiher*s Honours 

2nd Mary. 

Attainted and beheaded 

15th Elizabeth. 



. FjtANCBS, 

-l^ugbta* of ' 
JohnVere^ Earl of pxford. 

Mart, 

Dau^ter end Coheir to 

Henry Frtz-Alan, 

Earl of Antndel and Barob 

HattraTeri. 



Philip, Soniind Hciv, 

restored in Blood Sard Eliz. 

Earl oif Ara«del 

by DeiBcent au4 Tenure. 

Attsunted 3and Eliz. ; died in 

the Tower, 38th Eliz. 



:Anne, Daughter to Thomas, 
and Sister' and Coheir ' 
to George Lof d Dacre of 
Gilleiland.^ 



Vide Tabls II. 



c 
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TABLE n. 



THOBlt, Son (Dd Heir to -iAbATHlA, vonnsMt D«i[fa- 



Pbilis Earl of Arnadel ; rnto- 

rediBBlDOd Jut JuDM I. j 

cieMed E*H olilortalk aotk 

Charinl. 



tcruid Coheir, 
' length Idle Hrir to Gilbert 
Tslbol, Earl of ShrembDry. 



SirJAHnllowA kd, KB. 

ralM 
-Lord MaltrKrera, ■ 



HBHBT-FBkDBI 



Lord Howtraf, ISth 
CliJUlea I. *1. jMt. ; >at>- 

cecded hiaFalberM 
£wl of Arasdel, &c. 



Eli SMITH, Duifhter 

to ^a*e Stuart, 

Oiikv^af Ridmmid. 




IMWift. 

Ahhe, 

eld. Da«h. 
otYdwmrA 



Phi UP. Ch A ■!;■■, Otbrr 

thMSuu; ftmrtb Sod, Imdc. 

B Cardinal Grt . Grand- 

afRonw. fatberto 

TbABLEf, 

the presnil 



■addwlvitlunil Ini 



Lord Thomas HoTAio, 

Momd'SM. 

{VUttAwutia.) 
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TABLE III. 



B. 



Lord Thomas HowAKD, =: Eli%abeth-Mabia> 



Lord of the Manor of Work- 
sop m Com. NoitingliMiBy 

died before kit Brother Heury 
Duke of Norfolk, in 1689. 



Thomas, 

f Ideiit Sob and Heir, 

sncceeSed his Uncle as 

Dake of Norfolk, &e. 

HeBiarried, 

but died without Issue, 

in Dec. 1732. 

m 

and Wife. ^ : 

Harriott, 

Daughter anji Coheir to 

£dw. Bloikut, of Blk^on, 

in Com. Devon. Esq. 



Daavbtcr aiid/B«ir to 

Sir John SaTilfe, 

of Copley, in Com. Ebor. 

Bart. 



Henry, 



died 
vmnarried. 



£dwar». 



Richard 



Edward, 

died 

ill 1765. S. P. 



second ^00, f^tM*^ ^^ succeeded Ms fomih Sod, 

Brother Thomas, as died 

Dttke of Norfolk, J&e. wimarried. 
"IB 1732. 
Hetaanied, 
bat die^withoat Istac^ 
in a777.* 

' ' = iBtWife. 

Philtp -Howard, I Wirifrrdc, 

5th Son of Lord Thomas, I Daughter ofTho.Stonor, 
oh. 23rd Jan. I749. \ * ofWatlMgtotiPferk, 

I in Com. Oxon. Ei^. ' 

i . 



marrittl 

Robert-Edward, 

Lord Petre. 



Thomas, 
died u Jan^i763. 
- S.P. 



WmiFRBDE, 

manied 
William, Lord 
^ StonrtoR. 



!* Upon the decease of fihis Edwara, Dnk^ of Norfolk, without issue, 
the said title with the Earldoms of Arundel and Surrey, descended to 
his second cousiu, Charles Howard df Graystock, grandson of Charles 
Howard, fourth son of Heni-y Frederick, scoond, bat eldest surviriag son 
and heir of Thomas, Earl of Arundel, Sarrey, and Norfolk. Tho Baroyny 
of Howavl, of Castle Risings • with the Earldom of Norwich became 
extinct ; and the Barooy of Mowhray taken out of abeyance by the writ of 
summons of the IStli Cfliarles I. algain fell into abeyance among the daugh- 
ters and coheirs of Philip' Howard, youngest brother of the said Duke 
Edward ; between which ladies also, according to the principle of the law 
of descent, the Barony of Howard de Howard, created by the writ of sum- 
mons of the 10th Edward IV. appears to be similarly vested ; together with 
the Howard injterest in such other Baronies as were descendable after the 
same law and manner, to heirs general. 



in 



B'i^RONV OF MOWBRAV. . 

This house, commenceid in the person of Nigel de 
Albini, a youn^eV brother to. Willianiy surnamed Pin<;erna, 
fathef of Williarti, the first^tlbini Earl of Arundel; which 
Nigel being in great favor with Henry I. was in consi- 
deration of his valour and great services, rewarded with all 
the lands of Robert de Mowbray, Earl of Northumberland, 
then forfeited to the Crown fcr Treason ; and moreover by 
the King's command took up^n himself the sur-nap[ie of 
Mowbray : firom this Nigel, aftier several m^oe descents, — 

was 

■ •■-.«.- 

Roger de ]Vldwbray, a great Baroo* who had summons 

to parliament the 2^d, 23rd, 24th, and 25th of Edward ].* 

and died the year following ; when he was succeeded in his 

Barony by 

John de Mowbray, his son and heir, who had summons 
to parliament as a Baron from the lut to the I4th of Edward 
Il.f This John, married Alice, daughter and coheir of 
William de Braose,^ lord of the honour of Gower in 
Wales, and of Brember in Sussex ; aud left issue, 

John* his son and heir ; w1k>, according to Dugdale, 
was styled in his charters, Lord of the Isle of Axhoime, and 
of the honour of Gower and Brember : which last #ere of 
the inheritance of his mother. He had summons \o parlia- 
ment from the 1st to the 34th Edward tIL§ and died the 
year following; when he was succeeded by John, his son and 
heir ; which 



'Vir: 



• Dugd. Lists of gum. f HJid. J Vide Braose of Gower. 

\ Dugd. Lists of Sum. 
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Jdhn, Wm skin ' near Condtantiiadple in the 42nd Edward 
III. He miBirned Elizabeth, daughter and heir to John 
Lord Segfave,* and thereby acftuiied ^a great kiheritanre in 
lands, and much addition of honour .in blood. -By her 
he had two sons, viz. John and Thomas ; of these, 

John, the eldest son, was -M the coronation of Richard 
II. created Earl of Notttngham, but died soon after, domar- 
ried, in the flower of his age. 

Thomas, brbtber and heir Xxy John de Mowbmy, was 
created Farl of Nottingham the 6th RichaiKi II. and three 
year& after was confitituted Earl Marshal of Engknd for life; 
the 20th Richard II. he was confirmed in the said oJBce, 

~ with the name and honour of Earl Marshal of England, to 
hold to him and the heirs niale of his body;t andmoreoyer, 
in the year ensuing, was created Duke of Norlblk.; to hold to 

' him and the heirs male of his iiody : his maternal grand- 
mother (then living) being at the same time created Duchess 
of Norfolk. J He was twice married; by his first wife he 
had no issue ; but by his second, who was Elizabeth, sister 
and coheir (o Thomas Fit^Alan, Earl of Arutfdel, he had 
two sonSy Thomas and John, hereafter mentioned, and two 
daughters ; whereof Isabella married Sir James Berkeley, 
Knt. ancestor to the Eari of Berkeley ; a&d Ma:iigaTet mar- 
ried -Sir Robert Howard,. Knt. This Duke was banished, 
and died abroad, viz. 1st Henry IV. r 

Thomas, the eldest son, never had the title of Duke, 
but was commonly called the Earl Marshal ; he was beheaded 
the 6th Henry FV. for*« conspiracy to take away the life'bf 
that monarch ; and tbeagh married, dying widi6ut iasue, 
John, his brother, became his heir; which 



* Vide Segrsve, f Itot. F^. So Rich. 11- % Ibid tl iRkb. II. 
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John» 3rd Henry VL* was restored to the dignity of 
Duke of Norfolk^ being at. the same time Earl of l^orfi^jk 
in fee.f He died. 11th Henry VL ; having ha4 issue a soft, 
John, his successor. This 

John, the third Duke of Norfolk, being in right of his 
grandmother Elizabetb* ^c^Q; of the coheirs to Thomas 
Fitz-Alan, Earl of .Arundel, who ; died without issue the 
5rd Henry V* preferred a .^laim in. parliament to that 
honour in the 11th of Henry VL; but the same was deter- 
mined against kim, in favor of the h^ir male of Earl Tho-. 
mas, by reason of aid entail made by Earl Richard, grand- 
/ather of the said Earl Thomaf , on the. issue male of bis 
body, • This nobleman died the Ist.of ^dward IV. 

• • * 

John, the fourth Duke of- Norfolk, his son and heir, 
18 said by Ral^ Brooke^ to have been created Earl of Surrey 
by Henry VL. in the life time. of his fathe^r. He died 
the 15th of Edward: VL having had issne an only daughter 
and heir, 

Anne Mowbray ; who, in consequence of her great inheri- 
tance was contracted in marriage to Richard » second son of 
EdwardUV. ; • whkh Richard was ^jtherieupon by his father, 
created! Duke of Norfolk, £ari Marshal, Warren, and Noi- 
tingham.ll But shfe died before consummation ; and the 
young Prince was afterwards murdered with his elder brother 
Edward V. in the Tower. 

• *•... . • ' 

Upon the death 'of this last mentioned John Mpwbray, 
Dnke of Norfolk, S. P. M. tlie sai^^onouj-,, with the Eari- 
dom of .Nottingham became extinctf.in bis family ; and the 



> J 



./ • -. . _ -r. 

• Rot. Pari. 3 Hen. FI. t Il>id. J R. Brooke's Cat. of Houor. 
§ Alt; R<lt; 16 Edw. IV. M. Id. • II Rot« Part. i6 £dw. IV. 
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office of Earl Milrshat Mtditied 'to 'the Crowti: but the 

I 

' * I 

Earldom of Norfolk faaviD^ been gifted by Edward 11. 
vifkth limitation to the heirs* <if the body of Thomas of 
BrotHte^dti,' dev6lved, together with 'tlfe* Baronies of Mowbray 
and SegfSLveJ as aliso tN^ MoWfira^ interest in the Barony of 
Braose of Oow&,t '^tfd thi^i- Barotiies of the Fitz-AlanJ 
famify, upon Atiiie^ 'the only d^^ghter aird heir of the said 



..i : 



^. * 



f ' 



. ' ' 



" \Vheri tAisycViiAg' Ikdy dce^a^ed >TithmU issue, • the 
Earldomi'of Norfolk and* Snrreyy' as ako the Baronies and 
interests befb're fecitvy; .beeasSe in abeyance between the 
f^presehtalSveiB off Mafgaret and Isabel, the daughters, and' 
at length tbirWirs; bf' Thomas Duke of Norfolk, great 
grandfather of Jotin, &ther of her the said Anne Mowbray ; 
which representatives were John Lord Howard, son and 
beir of -Margaret ; and William Lord Berkeley, son and 
heir of Isabel : which John Lord Howard was afterwards by 
Richard III. in the first year of his reign, 4:reated Duke of 
Norfolk; and his son. Sir Thomas Howard, at the ^ame time 
created Earl of Surrey ,§ with limitation to the heirs male of 
their bodies! 

From this period the Eiarldoms of Norfolk, with the 
Baronies already mentioned, remained suspended till the 
20th of Charles I. when his Majesty was pleased to create 
Thomas Howard, then Earl of Arundel and Surrey, Earl of 
Norfolk; having bef:>fe, in the 15 th of his reign, determined 
the abeyance of the Barony of Mowbray ; and by that title 
caused Henry*Frederick, second, but eldest surviving son 
of tlie said Earl Thomas, to be called to parliament by writ 
of summons in the life time of his father. 



« Vt pat€t per Rot. Pari. 3 Hen. VI. 
X Vide Fitx-Alan. ^ Vide iloward 



f Vide Braose of Gowor. 
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But, the determinHtion of iba al^yaoce of t^e Barony 
of Mowbray, could not a£fect the Bajrony of S^gr^ye^ nor 
the iuterests of^h« other Baronies; as soch^ th^. i^4 3^i!W)r 
of Mowbray alone became granted t6 the Uoifard family ; 
and by virtue of such grant, it now considered to be ves^d 
in abeyance between the representatives of tbf dfiughtem 
and coheirs of Philip Howard (youngest son of Lord, 
Thomas Howard) as the heirs general of the said Henry-' 
Frederick, so created Baron Mowbray by the writ of sum- 
mous before mentioned : wbelreas» the present Uuke of Nor- 
folk is only descended from Chartes, a younger brother of 
Heniy-Fredericky and consequently, not derived from the 
person ia whose favour the abeyance of the I^urony waa 
determined ; and in whose line it thenceforth by virtue of 
such determination was reudered inheritable* 



MOWBRAY 



* 
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MOWBRAY BARONY. 

. Roger De Mowbray, =|= Roie de Clare 
firit summoned to Parliament I 
S2R(1 £dw. 1. I 

r 



John Mowbray, 
Sod Bai'on. 



=|=Aliva, Daughter and Cuheii* 
I ofWilliamdeDraose, of 



I 

John Mowbray, 

3rd Borou. 



John Mowbray, 

4th Bai'ou. 



J 



Guwei*. 

Joan, Daughter of 
ileury, £arl of Lancaster. 



John, 

created Earl 

Nottingham. 

Ob S. P. 



Elizabeth, 

Daughter and Heir to JonlJ| 

Lord Segrave. 



Thomas Mowbray^ 

second 

Earl of Nottingham, 

audfii'st 

Duke of Norfolk. 



1 Elizabeth^ 

Sister &Coheir to 
Tho. Fitz-Alaii, 
Eaii of Ai'uudel 



I I 

Thomas, JoHN,rcsta= Catherine, 



Comm. called D. of Norf- 

tbo £ari folk. Ob. 

Marshal. 3iHen.TI. 
Ob. S. P. 



Daugh. of Ralph 

Eai'l of 
Westmorland. 



Margaret, 

married Sir 

Rob. Howard, 

Knt. 



John Mowbray,:^ Eleanor, 

third I Daug.ofWiii. 

Duke of Norfolk. I ^^d 

Ob. 15 Edwr. IV. I Bourchier. 



^ 



John Mowbray, 

4th and last 

Duke ofNoifolk. 

Ob. 15 Edw. IV. 



Sir John Howard, 
afterwards Lord 

Howard and 

Duke of Norfolk. 

(Vide Howard.) 

I Elizabeth, 
Daughter of John, 
I Earl of Shrewsbury 

Anne Mowbray, 

Sole DMighter and Heir,- 

eontncted to 

RickardL second Son of 

Edward IV. 

bitt diedbefhreeODitimmatioi^ 

whereby IIk; Issue of 
r her Great Crraud Aiuits, 
Margafd Ik Isabdpy^ 
became her Cohfira . 



r 

Isabel, mar. 

ried Sir James, 
after Lord 
Berkeley. 



WlLLIAM,Ld. 

Berkeley, a^w.. 

cr. £. of Notts. 

& Mait|uis of 

Beiekeley. 



# 



■*f 
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BARONY OF SEORAVE. 

t 

This Barony originated in the person of Nicholas 
Segrave, who the 49th of Henry III. was one of the 
Barons then sninmoned to the parliament called in the King's 
name, and moreover had similar summons to parliament in 
the eSrd of Edward L when he died. 

John de Segrar^, his son and heir, had the like summons 
from the £4tfa of Edward I. to the 14th of Edward 11. inclu- 
sive, and was succeeded by John, his grandson and heir^ 
viz.] son of Stepbea, his eldest son^ who died in his life 
time; 



John, tbird Lord Segrave, had summons to parliament 
from the 10th to the 25th Edward III. and died the 27th. 
He married Margave^ daughter and eoKeir, and at length 
•ole heir to Thomas of Broth erton, eldest son of King 
Edward L by Margaret of France, his second Wife ; which 
Thomas, was by King Edward 11. constituted Marshal of 
England, and created Earl df Norfolk, with remainder 
of the said Earldom to the h&n of his body. 

By this Margaret, who survived Mm, and the Sist 
Richard II. was created Dutchess of ^brfiilk for life ; the 




Lord Segrave had issue an onW slaughter and heir, 
Elizabeth, who married John, Lord Kowbray, and by that 
alliance carried the Barony of, Sagmve, t^ether with the 
inheritance of the Earldom of flfotlbik into that family, as 
in the previous account thereof, has been before mentioned.* 



* Vide Mowbray. 
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BARONY OF BRAOSE OF GOWER. 

The lands of Gower, in Wales, first came into the 
family of Braose, by the marriage of Philip, Lord Braose of 
Brember* in the county of Sussex, (a great Feudal Baron) 
with Beatrix one of the sisters and coheirs of Milo, Earl of 
Hereford ; in the partition of whose inheritance, the 
lands of Brecknock, Overwent, and Gower,t fell to the share 
of Braose. » 

William de Braose, son of this Philip, forfeited his 
Barony to King John for rebellion, and was banished the 
kmgdom.-— He had several sons ; viz. William, Giles Bishop 
of llereford, and Reginald ; as also other issue. Of these 
sonsy 

Giles, Bishop of Hereford, obtained a partial restitution 
of some proportion of the estates, which he left to his 
brother Reginald; this 

Reginald on account of hh good conduct and loyalty 
towards Henry HI. obtained other possessions of his father, 
and having married one of the coheirs of William de 
Briwere, a great Baron in Devonshire, left by her a son, 

William, his'so^essor, who married one of the sisters and 
coheirs to William Marshall, Earl of Pembroke, by whom 
he had four daughters, his coheirs ; whereof, Isabel married 
David, son'ofLeweline, PrUce of Wales; Maud, Roger, 
Lord Mortimer of Wigmore; Eve, wedded William de 



• Dagd. BaroB. f CoUink^s Purl. Free. 
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Cantllupp, (who thereby obtained tjie Castle and Barony 
of Aberjjaveuny) and Eleanor nnarried Humphry de Bohun, 
Earl of Herefor«?i 

Having thus treated of the younger brancb of I he 
Brfip^e family, ^h^r the forfeiture of their father William, 
we now come to 

* William de Braose, eldest son and hrir of the sai4 
William ; but this unfortunate youth was put to a miserable 
death by King John, in the life time of his father; he 
however had issue, a young son, John ; which 

John was privately nursed up at Gower by a Welsh 
woman, in ward to his uncle Giles, Bishop of Hereford, 
before named. He afterwards came to possess the Barony 
of Brember with the cattle and honour of Sweynsey in 
Glamorganshire, as also the lands of Gower, and died circa 
l6th Henry HI. ; leaving, by Margaret his wife, daughter 

of Leweline Prince of Wales, . 

• i ' • ' 

William, his son and heir, who died the 19th of Edward 
I. being then* seised of the lands of Gower, leaving another 
William, his son and heir to succeed bin;. This- 

William de Braose, according tp Thoin^^ of Walsing- 
ham the historian, was. a person of large patrimony, but 
a great spendthrift ; he had summonsf to parliament, as, 
and among the Barons of the Realm, frf^m t|ie 25th Edward 
I. to the lOth of Edward H. 

He married Aliva, daughter of Thomas fie Malton, and 
had issue, two daughters, viz. Aliva, who married John, 
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Lord Mowbray ; and Joan, who wedded John de Bohun, of 
Midhurst; which daughters became consequently the co- 
heirs to the Barooy of their father^i^'* 

This being evident, the said Barony on the decease'of 
William Lord Braose, fell into abeyance, from which it does 
not appear to have been ever taken out ; for though John, 
son and heir of the. said John de Bohun, had summons to 
parliamentJTZth, 38th and 39th Edward III ; there is no record 
to shew that it was as Lord Braose qf Gower: and besides, 
though he lefl issu^y none of his posterity had the like sum- 
mons ; an4,as I^ugdt^le^ observes, were not reputed among' 
the Barons. 

From t^is state of the cas«, it seems conclusive, that 
only a Moiety of the Barony of Braose of Gower, passed 
into the family of Mowbray ; which, subdivided again 
between the coheirs of Mowbray, will leave only tke half 
of a Moiety <t to have passed through Margaret de Mowbray, 
to the Howards ; so that no title as Baron Braose of Gower 
can be reckoned among the inheritable honours of the 
Duke (^ Norfolk. 



• B«t. ToLi. 
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FITZ-ALAN, 
WARREN, CLUN, and OSWALDESTRE. 

Tbese names are c^ustantly recited* as so many distinct 
Banmiea, attendant upon the descent of the DukedMd of 
NoiMk ; but that snch ricitement is erroneous, we concciire 
the following statement will render manifest. 

In the time of the Conqueror, (says Dogdale) Alan, the 
ton of Flathald, obtained by the gift of that ISAug, the Castle 
of Oswaldestrej with the territory adjoining, which belong- 
ed to Meredith ap Blethon, a Briton. 

This Alan married the daughter and heir to Warine, 
Sheriff of Shropshire, temp. Will. Conq. and in her right 
came to possess the Ihnds fstiled a Bar&ny) of the taid 
Wmrme.\ ^ 

William Fitz-Alan, his son and heir, married Isabel, 
daughter and heir of Elias de Say, Lady of Clun,j: and 

left another 

ft 

William, his son and heir; who, 12th of Henry II. upon 
the assessment of aid for marrying the King's daughter, 
certified his Knight's fees to be thirty-five and one half de 
veteri feoffamento, and sixteen and one half df^novo. He 
died 19th of Henry II. leaving 
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William Fitz-Alan, his son and h^r, who died l6th of 
John, leanng a son and heii, who died shortly after ; i^r it 
is stated that theHf John Fitz-Alan his blather, enjoyed the 
estate. This 

John JF*itK-Alan to his first wife married Isabel, one of 
th^ dau|^hterf of William, and sister and coheir to Hugh 
de Albiniy Pari of Arundel, and by her had 

Mm f^it^-Alan, his son and heir ; who, the 28th Henry 
III* uptn partition then made of the inheritance of Hugh 
de Albini, £arl ^f Arundel* had, among^ other great estatet 
the Castle of Arundel assigned to him for his principal seat; 
and thereby, de facto* became Earl of Arundel, although 
that title is not attributed to him. He died 52nd o f Henry 
ill. and was succeeded by another 

John Fitz-Alan, his son and heir, who died soon after* 
in the 54tb of Henry III. leaving 

J 4 Blchurd Fitz-Alan, his^on and heir, flien in mtnonty; 
whaib« 13th of Edward I. was out dT ward aild became 
"poaaesscd of the castle of Arundel ; and enjoying the same, 
was the first of his family denominated *' Earl of Arundel ;*' 
by which title he had summons to parliament* the £3rd « 
of Edward I. His son and successor, 

Edmted, second Earl of Arundel, married Alice, 
daughter of William, and sister and heir to John Planta- 
genet, Earl Warren and of Surrey ; but he was beheaded at 
Hereford in 132t), 

Richardy^ird Earl of Arundel, and eldest sou of Edmund, 
was restored in parliamentf the 4th of Edward IIL and in 

* Dugd. LitU of Sum, ^ R9t. Pari. 4 Edw. III. . 
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the 28th of th^ same teign, it bei&g further adjudg^ ia 
parliainent, ** that his father had been put to death most 
unjustly/' he was fully restored* as heir to hinu 

In the 2,7th of Edward III; it appeaisf that he did 
homage to the King in presence of divers of the ndbility for 
certaiu lands called the baronies of Bromfield and Yale^n 
the marches of Wales, which were of the inheritance of Alict 
his mother, and were limited by certain charters;^ or deeds 
of entail, together with other lands in the counties of 
Surrey and Sussex,! to descend to him in case John de 
Warren Earl of Surrey, his uncle, should die without issue 
male, as happened accordingly. This Richard died 4dth 
of Edward III. having to his second wife married Eleanor^ 
daughter of Henry Earl of Lancaster, and had among 

* 

other issue, two sons ; viz. Richard his successor, and JohUi 
who in right of Eleanor his wife became Lord Maltravers, 
as hereafter mentioned. 

This Richard, Earl of Arundel, in his life time by a 
fine levied 21st Edward III.|| settled the castle and honoiy 
of Arundel, with divers other seignories, manors, &c. upon 
himself and Eleanor his wife for life, with remainder after 
their deaths to the issue male of their, bodies, lawfully 
begotten. 

Richard, foufth Earl of Arundel and eldest son of the 
preceding, succeeded his father ; but in the 21st of Richard 
IL was beheaded and attainted. 'He married Elizabeth, 
daughter to William de Bohun Earl of Northampton, and by 
her had three sous; viz. Thomas his successor, Richard, aud 
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WilUam vrbc^ diea yowuf ; alfeo four daughters, of- 
^hich, Elizabeth* married Tbomas Mowbray, Duke of 
Norfolk; Joan married William Beaucliamp, Lord Aber- 
gayenoy ; Margwret wedded Sir Rowland Lentball *, and 
Aiio^ W4i .wif<d .#f JMbn Chtu^toni Lord Powy^. 

^ Tbomasi fifUi £arl of AriUiddli ia the m of H#nt;y IV. 
by^be detcription ai ** Thomas Earl ofi Arundel^ and Surroy ;V 
tbe (ides; which fais.fatbec badt». was. restored: ia^lood |o 
Uieiuherit^nce.of all Ike castles^ seigaDriat^Jandsy Ijonaaient^ 
aiKl bereditame^its of hiatancestprsy us wei\ in fee siinplej, ai^ 
iu fee tail, j; either in England^ W«iles or elsew^re. 

This nobleman married Beatrix^ base daughter , of Johiv 
King of Portugal, bat having no surviving issue, at his 
decease in the 3rd of Henry V. his sifters or their repre- 
sentatives be(:ame his coheirs or heirs general, as . to such 
part of the inheritance as was descendable in fee; but 
the Castle of Arundel with the Earldom attached thereto^ 
%^ also all the other lands, seignories^ hereditament^ &c. 
wbUh were entailed by the fine of Earl Richard in the 
^st of Edward III. devolved upon John Lord MaltraverS|' 
the next h^r male, as under that article will be hereafter 
more particularly observed^ 

By the death of Earl Thomas, thus wit^iout sur**^ 
viviug issue* the Earldom of Surrey being a dignity in fee^ 
descended to the coheirs of th^ said^ Earl Thoouts; but 
according to Ralph Brooke^ was coaferrod by Hesry Vf. 
qpon John Lord Mowbray iu the life time of hiafirthei^ Joh«L 
jDuke of Norfolk. The other portion of hio]kuaierottSi,po#« 

* Tbe JLikcBes EHzabeth and Joan were twinv; flud authoHtlM dlAu 
ms to which wak the eldest, 
t Rot. Pari, i Hen IV. % ^^^ h Brooks's Q»lu of Hoiiaur, *f.* 
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sesmoDS aanexed to the Earldom of Sarrey, was divided* 
between biB fatten as coparceners. 

With regard to what are ttiled the Baronies of Fits-Alan, 
Warren^ Clun, and Oswaldesue, the first does not appear 
to have been ever a Barony, but the name of a person, who 
by the acquireflieat of the fiefs or territories of Osml- 
destre, PFartiu, aad Clun.f thence became denominated 
«« Fits- Alan, Lord of Oswaldestre aiid C{mi,X &c.** The name 
of Fit»-Alaa is certainly reputed a4 one of those which had 
rank and place among the Barons of the Reolm ; and in the 
TesU de NeviU§ it is thus certified ; yix. '« Will fil* Alani 
** tenuit in cap' de Dno rege p. Baroniam et debuit svic* vjj 
^ militn et terra ejus est in custodia Dni Reg*** 

But notwithstanding the fact of the feudal tenure, there 
is nqit upon record any writ of summons, whereby it may 
appear that any effect was given to the territorial Barony, 
so as to render the same a personal and inheritable parlia- 
mentary dignity. It is true, that prior to any vnrits of 
summons being upon record, the castle of Arundel witjh 
the title of Earl annexed thereto, had descended to the 
Fits- Alan family ; so that the minor honors or baronies may 
be considered to have been absorbed in the higher degree of 
Earl of Arundel. It then follows, that if the baronies are 
to be viewed as personal and parliamentary dignities, and as 
such capable of inheritance, they became in abeyance 
among the sisters and coheirs (or their representatives) of 
Earl Thomas, who died without surviving issue mn before 
stated. But if they are to be taken in the light of land 
Baronies, and that they were entailed by the fine of Richard 
Eatl of Arupdel, t he g ist of Ed ward III. to poiP in the same 
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waj as the Castle and Earldom of AruDdel, they theo' 
appear to have lost their character of actnal Baronies, and 
to have become no more than titular or honorary names of 
lordships, attached to the greater and more dignified ^ title of 
inheritance. Indeed, this circamstance seems clearly shewn 
by the several ^cts of restitution of the Earls of Arundel 
after their attainders as already noticed ; which acts» though 
they recite* the restoration of the respective parties to the 
name and title of EUurl of Arundel, as also to all castles, 
seigrnoriei^ lands and tenements whatsoever, as well in England 
as in Wales, yet do not particularize the Baronies of dun 
or Oswaidestre; which, had they been considered as honours 
of a parliamentry nature, and capable of individual inheri- 
tance as such, would scarcely have been omitted upon so 
important an occasion. 

The conclusion therefore to be drawn is, that the ac- 
counting of the titles of Fitz-Alan, Warren, Clun, and Os- 
waldestre among the hereditable honours of the family of 
Howard Duke of Norfolk, is without foundation. That, 
had they been parliamentary Baronies, they would have 
descended to heirs general, and in that case, only certain 
aliquot parts would have passed into the family of 
Mowbray ; and of those parts, only a moiety, would have 
descended through the coheirs of Mowbray into the family 
of Howard.f 

With regard to the Barony of Warren^ so denominated 
by the pjierage writers, there is a point of some consequence 
to be weighed, as to what Barony qffVarren, is to be defined 
by fhai description ; according to Dugdale, the first Alan, 
(the son of Flathald) married the daughter and heir of 
one Warincy Sheriff of Shropshire, and in her right (as 
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herein before notUsed) ebttkied the B^rmiy of the saiid 
Wmrine* Biat fidmumd Fitt^AUm, Eafl of Arundel, who dt^H 
temp. Sdwurd IL hafing' nsrritfd Alice, sitter aod heir to 
John Earl Warren Mid Satrejr, his aan Richard Earl of 
Arwklel became poasesied ip right of his mother of tlifi 
•Baronies of Broqafield, Yale, &c.f being the Baronien of tbe 
said Earl Warren ; bat tbe name of ikete btHroupes is omitted 
among those reckoned to belong to the Dukes of Norfblk, 
while those of FUz-Alan^ Wirren, Chiny and Oswaidetir^, 
'ftre so speciovsif set forth cmd displayed,. although they apr 
pear to ha?e %n equal degree of pretension to be notioedt 
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TABLE OF DESCENT FIRST. 



Alan, the Son of Flatbald. 

obtained the Castle of Oswal- 

deatre, temp Will. Couq. 



^ 



WiL^Aii Tmt^^^aKi 



wMit 
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William F^tz-Alan, 

called Fitz-AIan of Clun. 



T 



, Daughter of 
Warine, 
Sheriff of Shropshire. 

Lady of Clan, I)aiightcr aii4 
Heir of £Iias de Say. 



William. | isl Wife. 

Oib. 16' John,. • John FiTZf^LAN. =?I«4BaL, Daugh. of Will. 

I . Ob. circa24 l^en. III. T Sc Sister & Coheir to Hugh 

Aaou,oKS.^. I deAlbhii^Bari of Arundel. 



John Fitz-Alan, 

obtained the Castle of Arundel^ 

&c. Ob. 53 Hen. III. 



Jpnv F]T3>Alav. 

Ob. 54 Hen. lU. 
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BiCH/tRJ) FJLT2-ALAV, 

(palled th^ first Earl of Arundel. 
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J 
J 



Maud, 

Danrhter of 

Roese de Vernon. 

Isabel de M orvimbb. 



Alice, Daughter of the 
Marquis ^Salaoe. 

1 



Edmuwd Fitz-AlaV, =y Alice, Daughter of Will, and 
tecond JSarl of.Anipd«l. I Sister and Heir to 

I John Warren, Earl of Surrey. 



Richard Fitz-Alan, === 
third Earl of Araudef, «atailed 
the Castle and Honour, teipp. 
Edw. III.. upon the Issue Male 
of his Body, b^. 4;iaapor» hi« 
Wife. 
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2nd Wife. 
Eleanor, 
Daughter of Henry, 
Earl of Litncaster. 
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RichArdVitz. 

A1.AN, foiirft 

Earl of Arundel, 



"^ 



Thomas, 

5th ^1 of 

Arundel, 

died with* 

out Issue 

surviving. 



Elizabeth, John Fit4s-Alak, 2nd Son, Lord Mai- 

Dtmi^te^oC . traveif, 1r right of bis Wila : whostf Gmod- 

Williaut Bohun, son John, upon the De^th of Eail Tho- 

Earl of mti», S. P.S. became Earl o# Arundel^ 

Northampton. by virtue of the Fine and Eqtail of Earl 

Rkhard, tesip. £dv. III. . Vi/de Tab. II. 



Richard 

aijid 
William, 
tdiadyooBfi. 



jBlizabe. 

waf.THo. 

Mowhhiy, 
Dukbof, 
Norfolk. 



ioii'N,tiiar. Marg^ev Alme, 

Wm. Bei^b- married Sir mai*. •Kohn 

champ, Rowland Charlton, 

Lord Aber* I^ntlMll^ .i4»td 

gavenny. Knt. Povitf* 
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BARONY OF MALTRAVERS. 

The fiiiDily of Malt ravers^ though very ancient, was 
never reputed among the Barons by Tenure ; the first 
person that was raised to the dignity of a Baron, was 

John Maltraveriy who the 1st <^ Edward II}. was called 
to parliament among the Barons of the Realm by writ of 
summons, which created in him a Barony ^^scendable to 
bis heirs general. His son, another 

John MaltraverSy died in his life time, having had issue 
a son, Henry, who died young, and two daughters, who 
proved the coheirs of their brother and grandfather; of 
these daughters^ Eleanor married John Fitz-Al^n, second son 
of Richard Earl of Arundel, which John thereupon had 
summons to parliament as Lnrd Maltravers, in right of his 
wife; and was grandfather to another John Fitz-Alan. 
Which last 

John Fitz-Alan, Lord Maltravcrs, upon the death of 
Thomas EarVof Arundel without issue, became his next 
beir male, and by virtue of the entail of Earl Richard, temp. 
Edward III. entitled to the inheritance of that castle and 
Sarldom, whereby the Barony of Maltravers became coalesced 
with the title of ArundeL He had two 8on% John and 
William ; of these, the eldest, 

.John, succeeded his father as Earl of Arundel and 
Lord Maltravers, andi had issue, Humphrey, the next Earl, 
who died without issue, and a daughter Amicia, who married 
James Butler, Earl of 'Onload, and died also issulet^. 
Whereupon, 
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William Fitz-Akudy the uncle of £arl Humphrey became 
the next fiwri of Aruodel, a»d was father of Thomas^ who 
was tiUBiaoned to parliament vi. pat. as Ix>rd Maltravers, 
£Snd of £dwa)[:d IV. and wai succeeded by William his s^n 
«iid heir ; which 

William Earl of ArundeU had issue^ Henry his son 

aud heir ; which Henry in the life time of Earl William, 

his father, bad summons to parliament* as Lord Maltravers, 

from the 25tb to the 35th Heni;y VUI. inclusive* This cir* 

cumstance, with that of Earl Thomas before stated, evidently 

proves that Maltravers was deemed the second tide of the 

Earl of Arundel; and that Fitz-Alan, Warine or Warren, 

Clun, and Oswaldestre were not considered as parliamentary 

Baronies, but as honorary names of territory ; for otherwise, 

the heir apparent of the Earl of Arundel in his summons to 

the house of peers, would have been called by the stile or 

name of his father*s most ancient Barony, rather than b^ 

that of a jutiior honour, which Maltravers was. 

This Henry Lord Maltravers, afterwards Earl of Arundel, 
had issue a son Henry, who died in his life time, and also 
two daughters, viz. Joan and Mary ; whereof the first mar« 
ried John Lord Lumley, a»d the latter Thomas Howard, 
Duke «€ JNTorfolk : but the children of Lord Lumley by the 
said lady Joan Fitz-Alan, died in their infancy; and the 
issue of lady Mary Fitz-Alan, by her husband Thomas 
Howard, Duke of Norfolk, became entitled to^the sole heir- 
ship of the Earldom of Arundel and Barony of Maltravers. 
The said Thomas Howard Duke of Norfolk was attainted 
aud beheaded the 15th of Queen Elizabeth; but his son 

Philip Howard, in right of his mother before named, by 
tenure and descent, became Earl of Arundel and Lord 
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Maltravera. He was re^ior^d ia blood ta.ldk j^aterntl ■inh^-< 
fitauce of pi^pertj, but not of the Hoirird h^uotin. . Hd 
was attainted, and died in the Towei! th^ 9itl»flf^£liaabetb? 
leaving Thomas, his son and heir^ , W^bUh - ^-i^ ; i^ I > ''.' 

Thomas Howard was restored in blood, and had sum- 
mbns to parliament as Eafl of Aruhde! the Isft Jam^i^s I.^ 
whose coheirs general at^ the Lord^r StOuHon and Petre i 
with whom, according t6 the ^nciple of the law of inheri* 
tance attending baronies by wni/ 4hfe Barony -of Mdtrarenr 
appears to have descended in abeyance. 
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TABLE OF DESCENT SECOND. 



John Fits-Alait. -r Eleamos, 

Sud Son of RichaH Earl of 1 Graod Dauf^hter and Coheir 
Arundel ; Lord i\f altravergy I to John Lord Maltraren. 
jure Uxoris. | 

JouN Fitz-Alan. 

I 

JoHBT Fitz-Alan, Lord 

Malti-avers. 
Heir Male to Thomai Earl of 
Aruudely and Succeasor to him 
in that Honour. 

^ ^ 



John Fitz-Alan, 

Earl of Amndel and Lord 

Maltravers. 



Earl of Ai'undcl, 

and 

Lord MaltraTeni. 

Ob. S. P. 



Am I CI A, married 

Jamefc Earl of 
Ormond. Ob. S. P. 



r 



William Fitz-Alan, 
Uncle, and Heir Male to Hum- 
phrey Earl of Arundel. 

Thomas, 

Earl of Arundel. 

Summoned to Parliament 

as Lord Maltrarers, 

vitiL patris, 32 Edw. IV. 

1 J 



William, Earl of Arundel. 

'I 
Henry, Earl of Arundel, 

sum. to Pari, as Ld.Maltttver8, 

vi.pat. asHen.VIlT. 



Hen«y Fitz-Alan, 

died young, vi. pat. 



Joan, 

married John Lord 

Luniley. 

^ L 

Charles. Thomas. Mary. 

All died in their Infancy. 



Mart, 
mar .Tho. H oward 
Duke of Norfolk. 



I 



Philip Howard, 

Earl of Arundel and 

Lord Maltravers. 

VideUoward Pedigree. 
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GREYSTOKE. 

Ill the reign of Henry III. William de Greystoke, 
Baron of Greystoke in the county of Cumberland, having 
married Mary, eldest of the daughters and coheirs of 
Roger de Merlay, Baron of Morpeth in Northumberland, 
obtained in her right"* the possession of the said lordship 
of Morpeth. He was succeeded by 

John de Greystoke, his son and heir, who had sum- 
mons to parliament among the Barons of the Realm in the 
23rd of Edward I. and to all thp subsequent parliaments of 
his time.f He died the 34th of Edward I. having settled 
bis manor and barony of Greystoke, with all his property of 
the manor of Morpeth and other lands, upon Ralph the son 
of William Fitz-Ralph, lord of Grimethgrpe in Yorkshire, 
sou of Joane, aunt of him tlie said John, (his brothers and 
uncles being then all dead without issue male.) Which 

• 
Ralph, by the name of Ralph Fitz-William:{: had sum- 
mons to parliament among the Barons of the Realm from 
the 2Srd of Edward I. to the 9th of Edward 11. when he 
died, according to Dugdale, a very aged man. William 
his eldest' son haying died S. P. Robert, his second sou 
was his successor, who died the same ye'iar, viz. 10th of 
X Edward II. leaving Ralph his son and heir. Which 

Ralph, by the name of Ralph de Greystoke, had, 
summons to parliament the 14th, 15th and i6th of Edward 

* 

11. but died the year following, viz. the 17th Edward IL 
and was succeeded by 
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•William de Greystoke his son and heir, who^was'thew 
only three years old; but who after he had obtained his 
majority, had summons to parliament among the Barons of 
the Realm, which honour, as parliamentary barons, hi« suc- 
cessors continued to enjoy until Ralph Lord Greystoke 
deceased the 2nd of Henry VII. leaving Elizabeth his 
grand daughter his sole heir, who married Thomas Lord 
Dacre of Gillesland, and thereby carried the descent of the 
said Barony of Greystoke into that family, where the right 
of inheritance continued, until by the death of George, 
the last Dacre, Lord Dacre of Gillesland without issue, his 
sisters became his coheirs ; whereof Anne, married Philip 
Howard Earl of Arundel; Mary wedded Thomas Lord 
Howard of Walden, half brother to the said Philip Earl of 
Arundel ; and Elizabeth wedded Lord William Howard, an- 
cestor to the present Earl of Carlisle, and brother to Thomas 
Lord Howard of Walden. But the aforesaid Mary dying 
issueless, her sisters Anne, and Elizabeth became the joint 
heirs to the Barony of Greystoke, which thereby bein*' in 
abeyance between the heirs representatives of those ladies, 
no right to the said barony, as an exclusive inheritance ever 
passed into the dukedom of Norfolk ; and as such, it appears 
contrary to the rules of law and descent, to attribute that 
honour to be vested in the Norfolk famil)'. Indeed, had the 
abeyance of the barony been ever determined in favor of 
the Norfolk line, in preference to that of Carlisle ; then 
^ would the Lords .Stourton and Petre (for reasons before assig- 
ned*) have become the coheirs general to the same, which 
would equally exclude the descendants of Charles Howard 
of Greystoke from having any right thereto. 

It is not a little singular that while the Barony of 
Greystoke, should be attributed as one- of the honours 
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btlottging to the Duke of Norfolk, th€! Barony of Fitz-Williaiu 
of Grimethorpe should be omitted, which might have beeo 
included upon as specious grounds ; for as before observed, 
Ralph Fitz-Willlam was a baron of parliament prior to hia 
acquirement of the Greystoke inheritance, and cotemporary* 
with John Lord Greystoke ; and moreover during his life 
time, had summons to parliament, by the designation of his 
own family name, and not by that of Greystoke, which his 
successors afterwards assumed. Thus, though the two 
Baronies became coalesced, it seems, that the stile of the 
said Barony ought to have been that of Fitz-Willi^m of 
Grimethorp, and not of Greystoke ; for it was the feudal 
and not the parliamentary possession^ which was conveyed by 
John de Greystoke to his kinsman Ralph Fitz-William, as 
has already been noticed. 

The following Table will shew the descent of this Barony 
with more precision. 



•« 



* Dugd. lists of Sammons. 
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DESCENT OF THE BARONY OF GREYSTOKE. 



Thoma^ de Greystoke, 

Baron of Grey stoke, in 

Com. Cumb. 



Robert. 

Ob.circ. 38 

Hen. III. 



William. '■ 
Heir to his 
Br. Robert. 



I 

John de Greystoke. 

Summoned to Parliament 

from St) to 34 Edw. I. 

Ob. S. P. 

made Ralph Fitz- William 

his Heir. 



'Mary, Daugh. 
& Coheir of Ro|r. 

de Merlay, of 
of Morpeth. 



Joan,- 



• William 
Fitz-Ralph 

of 
Grimethorpe. 



I—" 
William. 

Ob. ri. pat. 



Ralph Fitz-Willi am, 
adopt. Heir to his Cousin 

John de Greystoke. ' 
Summoned to Parliament 

frOm 23 Edw. I. to 
9 Edw. II. Ob. eod. An. 
I 



Robert. 

I 



# 



Ralph, 

assumed the name of Greystoke. 

' William, Lord Greystoke. 
R.iLPH, Lord Greystoke. 



John, tt Elizabeth, 
Lord Greystoke. I one of the Coheirf 

I to Robert Lord 
I Ferrers of Wenime. 

Ralph, Lord Greystoke. 

Robert, ob. ri. pat. 



^ 1 

Elizabeth, 

Sole Daughter Jc Heir, & Heir 
also to her Grandfather, 
Ralph Lord Greystoke. 



Thomas^ 
Lord Dacre of Gilleslaud. 



George, 

Lord Dacre of 

Gillesland. 

Oh. S. P. 



William, 
Lord Dacre of Gillesland. 

Thomas, 
Lord Dacre cf Giltesland. 



Anne, 

Sister and Coheir, mar- 
ried Philip Howard, 

Earl of Arundel ; whose 
Coheirs general are 

Lord Stourton and Lord 
Petre. 



Mary, 

Sister & Coheir, 

married Thomas 

Lord Howard 

of Walden. 

Ob. S. P. 



Elizabeth, 
Sister Jk Coheir, 
tnar. Lord Will. 
Howard, Ancea^ 
tor to the Earl of 
Cat lisle. 



» ' 



38 



TALBOT. 

This Barony is not one of those attributed to the 
inheritance of the Howard family ; but as the honoiirs of 
Furnival, Verdon, Lovetot and Strange of Blackmere, can 
only have any pretension urged to them, by reasoh of the 
intermarriage of the line of Howard with the heir general of 
Talbot, there seems either an ignoranQe, or an omission on 
the part of those writers who have so liberally bestowed on 
the Duke of Norfolk, the inheritance of divers ancient dig- 
nities, and yet have with-holden from him the famous Barony 
of Talbot. 

In the time of Edward III. Gilbert Talbot a most emi- 
nent person, and of an old family, was summoned to parliament 
among the Barons of the Realm from the 4th to the 18th of 
the reign of that glorious monarch ; and by virtue of such 
writ of summons (with the subsequent sitting under it) 
became created a peer of parliament, with a personal descent 
of the Barony t» his heirs general. He died about the 20th 
of Edward III. and was succeeded by Richard, his son and 
heir. Which 

Richard, second Lord Talbot residing at Goderich Castle 
in Herefordshire, which he obtained* in right of his wife, 
Elizabeth, daughter and coheir of John Comyn of Badenagh, 
by Joan, sister and coheir to Aymer de Valence, Earl of 
Pembroke, had also summons to parliament among* the 
Barons of the Realm in the 4th of Edward HI. during the 
life tmc of his father ; the writ being directed ^*Ricardo Talbot 
de Castro Godericir^ He died the 30th of Edward III. 



* Rot. Fin, 18 Edw. II. In Chancellar Rot. 19- t Du^. Lists 

of Summonses. 



# 
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4 

having had summons from the 4th to the 29th of the same 
reign. 

* 

Gilbert^ son and heir of Richard, appears to have become 
entitled to two Baronies of Talbot, as the inheritance of hit 
father and grand/ather respectively.* > He was succeeded by 

Richard, Lord Talbot, his son, who having married 
Ankaret, sister of John, Lord Strange of Blackmere, and 
aunt and heir of Elizabeth, daughter and heir of the same 
John, had summons to parliamet the 7th of Richard IL in 
the life time of his father, by the denomination of Talbot 
of Blackmere ; and after the death of his father, by the title 
of Richard Talbot of Castle Goderich. He died about the 
:20th Richard IL and )eft two sons, viz. Gilbert and John, 
Of these, 

Gilbert Lord Talbot, the eldest, was his successor, and 
di^d the 7th Henry V. ; having had issue an only daughter, 
Ankaret, who died young : whereby John his brother before 
mentioned, became the heir continuator of the honours and 
inheritance of her family. This 

John Talbot, having married Maud, eldest of the daugh- 
ters and coheirs of Thomas Nevil, Lord Furnival, was first 
summoned to parliament the 11th of Henry IV. as Lord 
Furnival, of Hallomshire ; that, with the castle of Sheffield 
being part of the inheritance. 

This Ts the celebrated Sir John Talbot, who afterwards, 
by King Henry VI. in the 20th of his reign, was created Earl 



* A1thouf(h it does not appeal* that Ricliai'd, the father of the first 
Gilbert Lord Talbot was a Peer of Parliament ; yet he was one of tl|ose great 
men, who, in the Parliament holden at Lincoln the sgth of Edward I. 
flobacribed that famous Letter then sent to Pope Bonifisce, bein|^ then 
descnbtd tUi^duM Tcdhut Dominui, Vominus dt EekUsw^lL 
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•f Shrewsbury, with limitation of that hoDOur to hi^ issue 
male. From which period the Barony of Talbot, of Strange 
of Blackmere, and of Furnival^ became coalesced with the 
superior dignity, and did so remain, until by the death of 
Gilbert the seventh Talbot Earl of Shrewsbury without 
issue male surviving, in l6l(j, the eattdom by virtue of the 
entail devolved upon Edward, his brother and heir male ; 
and the Baronies before mentioned, descended to his three 
daughters and coheirs ; viz. Mary, wife of William Earl of 
Pembroke; Elizabeth, of Henry Earl of Kent; and Aletheia 
of Thomas Earl of Arundel. But of these daughters, Mary 
and Elizabeth left no issue. So that Aletheia became the 
sole heir ; whose coheirs general are the Lords Stourton and 
Petre, as on reference to the pedigree of Howard wkll be 
more readily abcertained. 

It was by this marraige with the heiress of Talbot, that 
the Howard family acquired the inheritance of the Manor of 
Worksop in Nottinghamshire; the Lord whereof, claims to 
find the King a right hand glove on the coronation day, and 
tu support his right arm, while he holds the aceptre. 
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PfiDGREE OF TALBOT. 



biLBBRT Talbot, 

first Lord Talbot. 

Ob. 2d£dw.lII. 



I ' . 

Richard, 

Lord Talbot of Castle 

Goderich. 

Ob. 30 Edw. III. 



I 

Gilbert, 

third Lord Talbot. 
Ob. lORic.Il. 



^m 



Ri4;haild, 

LordTtilbot, alias 

j^trtuige of Blackmere, 

jure uxoris ; afterwards 

Lo*d Talbot. 

Ob. SO Ric. II. 



Gilbert, 



■ Anne, Daughter of 
William Lord Butler, 
of Wemme. 



Elizabeth, 

Daughtei' and Coheir td 

John Comyn, of 

Badenagh. 

Petronille, 

Daughter to Jalkiet 

Earl of Ormond. 



Ankaretof 
Strange, Heiress td 
the Barony of Stranfe 
of Blackmere. 



iifth Lord Talbot. LordFarniyal,jure 

Ob. 7 Hen. V. uxoris ; afterwards 

I created Earl of 

Ankaret, Shrewsbury. 
6niy Daughter, 
di^ young. 



John Talbot, = Mart, Daiighta^ 



and Coheir of 
Thomas Nevil, 
Lord Fuluhral. 



Gilbert, 7th 

Eai'I. 
Ob. An. l6l6. 



tarn 



J« 



John, 
9ud Eaorl of Shrewsbury 

John, 
3rd Earl of Shrewsbury. 

George, 
4th Earl of Shrewsbury. 

3th Earl of Shrewsbury. 

I 

George, 
6th Earl of Shrewsbury. 

-• ^ 

Edward; ^h Eairl,^ 
upon tha death of 

Gilbert his brother, 
S. P. M. An. I6i6. 



George, Mary, 

Ijord Talbot, married Willhim 
died yiMog. Earl of Pembroke. 

Oh. S. P. S. 

G 



Elizabeth, 

married Henry 

Earl of Kent. 

Ob. S. P. 



Alatheia, 
married Thomas 
Earl «r Arundel. 

Vide Howard. 
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'FURNIVAL. 



.A 



In the 5th of King John» Girard de Furnival having 
married Maud, daughter and heir of William de Lovetot 
(a great feudal Baron in Nottinghamshire and Yorkshire, in 
which counties he was Lord of Worksop, Sheffield, Hallom- 
8hire, *c.) had livery* of her inheritance. He had issue, 
Thomas de Furnival, whose great grandson, another 

Thomas de Furnival, had summons to parliament 
among the Barons of the Realm, from the 22nd of Edward L 
to the 6th Edward HI. Of this Thomas it is recorded,t that he 

•m 

certified to the King's Exchequer, that he was not a Baron^ 
that is to say, held no^Jiis lands hy barony. It is therefore 
evident that he was created a baron by writ, which originated 
in him a peerage dignity, descendable to his heirs general. 

Thomas, second Lord Furnival, his son and heir, in the 
10th of Edward II. married Joan, eldest of the four daugh- 
ters and coheirs of Theobald de Verdon, Baron of Webbeley ; 
which Joane, the 12th of Edward II. making proof of her 
age4 had livery of those lands, which, upon partition made 
of them the 10th of Edward II. were allotted to her; and the 
said Thomas de Furnival, (his father then living) ^ had sum- 
mons to parliament the aforesaid l£th of Edward II. by the 
designation of Thomas de Furnival, Junior, He died 13th 
Edward HI. leaving two sons, Thomas and William. Of 
these, 

Thomas, third Lord Furnival, died without issue, and 
was succeeded by William, his brother and heir. Which 



• Pat. Rot. 5 Joh. M. 10. t Commauia dt Term. Mich. 19 

Edw. II. lot. a. X CUus. 12 £dw. II. M. 32. ' 
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William, fourth Lord Furuival, having married 
masine, sister and coheir of Nicholas Dagworth, of Dag^ 
worth in Suffolk, died 0*th of Richard 11. leaving an only 
daughter and heir, Joan, who married Thomas Nevil, bro- 
ther to Ralph, Earl of Westmorland ; which Thomas, was 
thereupon summoned to parliament as Lord Furnival, the 
7th Richard IL He died the 8th of Henry IV. having had 
issue, two daughters, Maud and Joan ; whereof Maud, the 
eldest, marrying John Talbot, afterwards Earl 'of Shrews- 
bury, the Barony of Furnival^ with the lands of her inheri- 
tance, became vested in that noble family, as under the 
article of Tnlbot has been before mentioned. From whicjh 
recital it will be seen, that^he Barony of Furnival is now in 
abeyance between the uip^s Stourton and Fetre, as the 
coheirs general of Sir John Talbot, Thomas Nevil, and Tho- 
mas de Furnival, who were respecnvely and successively 
summoned to parliament as Barons of the Realm, by that 
title. 

PEDIGREE OF FURNIVAL. 



Tho. de Furhival,= 

Ist Lord Furaival. 

Ob. 6 Edw. III. 



Thomas, 

2nd Lord Furnival. 

Ob. 13 Edw. III. 



Elizabeth, 
Daughter of 
Peter de Monttbrt. 



Joan, 

Daughter and Coheir of 

Theobald 

Lord Verdun. 



Thomas, 
3rd Lord. Ob. 
S. P. circa 



William, 

4th Lord. 

Ob. 6 Ric. n. 



JOAIf, 

Daughter and Heir of 
William 
Lord FnmiTal. - 



' Thomasime, 
Sister & Coheir 
toNiclMdai da 
Dagworth. 



r 



Thomas Nevil. 

Sum. to Parliament at 

Lord Furnival, ju ux. 

Ob. 8 Hen. IV. 



• 



Maud, 
eld. Daughter &. Coheir 

to Tho. Nevil Lord 
Furnival, ma^. Sir John 
Talbot, sum. toParli*. 
ment as Lord Furnival, 
11 Hen. IV, 



Joan, 
youngest Daughter 

and Coheir to 

Thomas Nevil Lord 

Furnival, 



• 
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LOVETOT, siveLUVETOT. 

William de Luvetot, who had the reputation of a great 
baron in the time of Henry II. was lord of the manoc3 of 
Work«op, Sheffield y and of Hallomshire, with other con- 
siderable estates in the counties of Nottingham and York. 
He died aboatthe 97 th of Henry li.* leaving an only daugh- 
ter and heir, Maud, who marrying Girard de Furnival, car- 
ried her great territorial inheritance into that family. 
But it does not appear by any record that, the Lovetots had 
suinmi)ns to parliament as Barons of tbe Realm prior to the 
determination of the elder male branch in female issue ; as 
such, though the baronial landa^PU^d to Furnival by the 
marriage, yet no parliamentary dignity seems to hav<r accom- 
panied the same; for accord'nig to- the recordf cited under 
the article of Furnival before mentioned, Thomas de 
Furnival then certified, viz. " Quod non. est Baro, neque 
'* tenet, nee unquam tenuit aliqua tenementa in Com. prpe^ 
*• dictis, per Baroniam, nee per partem Barooiae, ^c." 
and again '' Dicit enim quod tenet manerium de Sheffield 
" in dicto Com. Ebor. de Domino Rege per Homnginm 
*• tantum; Maneria de Worksop et Grestliorpe in Com. 
" Notts* de rege, ut de Houore Tykhill, per servicium 
" quatuor feodorum, quartae partis feodi unius militis, 

" &c." 

♦ 

Under this certificate then, it can hardly be said, that 
Lovetot was a Barony, which gave dignity to the family of 
Furnival ; and consequently, if it did not, no Barony could 
ever pass, through the heiresses of Furnival into the family 
of Talbot; nor from the family of Talbot into that of 
Howard. 



• Dugd. Bar. Vol. I. p. 570. t Conmuniade TermrMich. igEdw, 
II. Rot. 3. _^ 



4$ 



VERDON. 

At the time of the general survey, fiertram de Verdon, 
a person of Frpnch extraction, was possessed of Fernehani 
in Bferkshire, since called Farneham Royal, being holden 
by Grand Serjeanty by the service of providing a glove for 
the King's right hand bn the day of his coronation, and oP 
supporting his right arm on the same day, during the time 
that the royal sceptre is in his hand. From this Bertram 
descended another 

Bertraqa de Verdon, probably his grandson, who found- 
ed the Abbey of Croxden in the county of Stafford, in which 
county he had his principal seat, at the Castle of Alvetou^ 
commonly called ^ton. 

Tl^omaa de Verdon, son and heir .^ of Bertram, was hia 
successor ; \>\xt dying issueless, Nicholas, the brother of 
Thomas, became his heir. Which 

Nicholas de Verdon died the 15th of Henry III. leaving 
one sole daughter and heir, Roese, married to Theobald le 
Butler of Ireland, to whom she carried her large inheritance, 
and being so great an heiress retamed her own sirname and 
imposed the same upon her posterity. 

^ John de Verdon son and heir of Roese and Theobald le 
Butler, married Margery, daughter of Gilbert de Lacy« tmA 
one of .the grand daughters and coheirs of Walter de Lacy, 
lord of the territory of Ewyaa-Lacy in Herefordshire ; in th^ 
division of whose great domains, the said John de 
Verdon in right of Mdrgery his wife, obtained the castle of 
Webbeley in the county of Herefo)rdj» together with a moiety 



46 

of the manor of Ewyas-Lacy, and of the manor df Ludlow^ 
and other considerable lands. 

Theobald de Verdon» sou and heir of John, in the 
29th of Edward I.* was one of the Barons theil sitting in 
the parliament at Lincoln; who by a public instrument 
under their seal (sent to Pope Boniface) asserted the right 
of King Edward a» superior Lord of the Realm of Scotland ; 
in which instrument (or letter) he is designated Theohidd de 
Verdon JJominus de Wehhcley, He had summons to 
parliament from the 22nd to the 34th of Edward I. and 
died the 3rd of Edward IL 

Theobald de Verdon, his sor^ and successor, in the life 
time of his father had likewise summons to parliament the 
28th of Edward L being designated Theobald de Verdon 
jun. ; and also afterwards, to the 9th Edward II. the year 
following of which he died, leaving four daughters, his 
coheirs, among whom his great inheritance was divided. 
Of these, Joan, the eldest, married Thomas, son and heir 
apparent to Thomas Lord Furnival ; and in the 12th of 
Edward II. making proof of her age, had livery of the lands 
allotted to her in the division made the lOth Edward II. 
at\er her futher*s death ; and furthermore the said Thomas 
Furnival, her husband, had summons to parliament the 
same 12th of Edward II. in the life time of his father by the 
description of Thomas Furnival, jun. 

Upon the death of the last Theobald de Verdon 
without male issue, his Barony fell into abeyance among his 
daughters and coheirs ; but as Furnival, who married Joan 
the' eldest daughter, was summoned to parliament (patre 
vivente) in the same year when his wife had livery of her 



* Dugd. lifts of Sura. 



i^. 
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purparty of the Verdon inheritance^ it may be considered 
that the abeyance of the Barony was determined in favour 
of Furnival; which if fjo, then the descent of the said 
barony must be deemed to have followed that of Furnival 
into the Talbot family, and through] the heiress of that 
house, into the family of Howard,* where it rests sus- 
pended between the coheirs general before mentioned, 
namely, the Lords Stourton and Petre. 

But it appears questionable, whether the abeyance of 
the Verdon Barony was ever at all determined. Theobald 
de Verdon was certainly a Baron of the Realm, and as before 
observed, he was denominated Baron of Webbeley in the 
letter sent by the Nobles of England to Pope Boniface the 
29th of Edward I. Upon his decease, Joan, his eldest 
daughter was thirteen years old ; Elizabeth, the second, ten, 
who afterwards married Bartholomew le Burghersh ; Marga- 
ret, the third daughter was seven years old, and afterwards 
married, first, William be Blount, secondly, Marcus Hussee, 
and thirdly, John Crophul. Isabel, the fourth daughter who 
was born after his death, and was by his second wife, 
became the wife of Henry Lord Ferrers of Groby. 

Among these daughters the lands were thus divided ; 
viz. to Joan, the castle of Alveton, the ancient seat of the 
Verdons before their alliance with the coheir of Lacy of 
Ewyas, together with certain other estates. To Elizabeth, 
the castle of Ewyas, with other lands in Shropshire. To 
Margery, the castle of Webbeley, with lands in Oxfordshire; 
apd to Isabel, certain lands in Ludlow, and Staffordshire. 

Furnival was called to parliament the 12th of Edidrd 
}I. but by what title does not appear; the writ bei^^ 
directed ** Thomse Furnival, juniori." Bartholomew Burg- 



* Vide Howard Pedigree. 
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hteTbh> ^htJ had the territory of Ewyas, had suitimonB the 
4th of Edward III. but by what title does not appear; the 
writ being personal. William le Bloant Who had the castle 
of Webbeley, had likewise summons to parliament the 3rd 
Edward III. being the year after* he married Margery 
Verdon ; but by what title does nbt appear, the writ being 
personal. 

From all these circumstances then, it would seem, that 
nb absolute dete.mination of the abeyance of thfe barony waaf 
ever made, but that the respective; husbands of the several 
coheirs were summoned to parliament' as Barons, by reason 
of the several allotments made to their wives of the general 
inheritance. 

In the 18th of Edward "Itl.f upon another partition 
made of Verdoh's lands, the manor of Farnham, wHh certain 
other lands, was given to the family of Furnival ; which 
manor by the heir general^ passed as before observed to the 
family of Talbot, and was by George Talbot, fourth Earl 
of Shrewsbury, exchanged with the crown for the inheritance 
of the scite of the monastery of Worksop, with other lands; 
but though the manor was thus exchange, the privilege 
was reserved ; viz. of finding a glove for the King's right 
hand on the day of his coronation, and of .supporting kUr 
afm, while the sceptre was iu his Jiand. 






<^ ■ 



• Dugd. Baron. Vol. I. p. 518. * f Clans. 18 Edw. HI. in Dors. M.«7- 
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STRANGE OF BLACKMERE. 

In the ttbie of Edward 11. Fulk le Strange of Black- 
mere (so denominated because his manor house of White- 
church stood adjacent to a large mere of dark coloured 
water) had summons to parliament among the Barons of the 
Realm, from the 2nd to the 17th of that reign, inclusive, 
in which yeir he Hied; leaving by Alianore, his* wife, 
daughter and coheir to John Gifiard of Brimsfield (an old 
parliamentary Baron] John, his son and*heir. Which 

John, second Lord Strange of Blackmere, also had 
summons to the parliaments of his time, and dying the 
23rd of Edward III. left his Barony to Fulk, his son and 
heir, who dying shortly after in his minority, was succeeded 
by John, his brother and heir ; who dying . the 3^th of 
Edward III. left a son John, and a daughter, Ankaret, who 
married Sir Richard Talbot, Knt. The said 

John, fifth Lord Strange of Blackmere, died the 49th 
of Edward III. leaving a sole daughter and heir, Elizabeth, 
who married Thomas Mowbray Earl of Nottingham* but 
deceased without issue the 7th pf Richard II. ; whereby 
Ankaret, her auiit before mentioned, became her heir ; and 
Sir Richard Talbot, her husband, thereupon was summoned 
to parliament by the title of Richard Talbot, de Blakemere, 
Che^tHer, the 3rd of March, Ik 7th of Richard II.* Thus 
the Barony of Strange of Blackmere (sive Blakemei^ was 
brought into the family of Talbot, and became coam^d 
with the other honours of that noble house, until, by the 
marriage of AlatBlba, at length the sole heir general, with 



H 



^ Dttfd, listi of SmDRMns. 
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Thomas Howard Earl of Arundel , the same, together with 
the other Baromes similarly descendable, passed into the 
Howard family, and by the coheirs thereof to the Lords 
Stourton and Petre, as the heirs general of the said 
Al^theia Talbet and Thomas Earl of ArundeL 




\»* 



:• 
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CONCLUSION. 

Having now drawn to a termination the disquisition 
into the origin of those honours which are generally ascribed 
to the inheritance of the Duke of Norfolk, the result seems 
to be, that not one of the said honours denominated Baronies, 
is vested in the family to which it is attributed. 

I. The Barony of Howard, according to its original 
creation by writ, and the law which regulates the descent of 
such an honour, did upon the death of Edward Duke of 
Norfolk, without issue in 1777 > devolve upon his nieces 
Winifred Bnd Anne, the ladies of the Lords Stourton and 
Petre; and now remains suspended between their heirs 

representative in abeyance. 

I 

II. The Barony of Mowbriy, was in abeyance 
between the families of Howard and Berkeley till the reign 
of Charles I. ; when he was pleased to determine the same 
in favour of Henry-Frederick, heir apparent to Thomas 
Howard Earl of Arundel ; by virtue of which determination 
the Lords Stourton and Petre, as the heirs representative of 
their mothers, Winifred and Anne, the coheirs general of 
the said Henry-Frederick Lord Mowbray, are entitled to the 
same Barony in abeyance. 

III. The Barony of Sugrave yet remains in abey* 
ance between the families of Howard and Berkeley, the ' 
heirs representative of the coheirs of Mowbray Duk|^ of 
Norfolk, to whom the same descended by die heiress of 
Segrave. • 

ly. The Baront of Braose of Gower still conti- 
nues in abeyance between the coheirs of Braose, whereof the 
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family of Howard, can oHy qualify in the capacity of a 
coheir to that moiety which descended to the house of 
Mowbray; and that moiety now rests between the Lords 
Stourton and Petre. 

V, Fitz-Alan never was a Barony, but the name of 
a family, which acquired by marriage certain Baronial 
Estates. 

VI. Warren or Warine, was the name of a famil}^ 
but not of a Barony. 

VIL Clun ajtd Oswaldestre, were the names of 
certain lands or manors, which fell to the family of Fitz-Alan 
by marriage, and thereupon gave them denomination ; which 
denomiaation, as the stile of titular Baronies, became coa- 
lesced with the Earldom of Arundel when that honour 
devolved to the inheritance of the Fitz-AIan family. 

VIIL Maltravers as a Barony by writ, descended 
through the heir female to Sir John Fitz-Alan^ who, jure 
uxoris, was summoned to parliament by that title; which 
now, according to the legal course of descent, is suspended 
in abeyance between the Lords Stourton and Petre, the heirs 
representative of their mothers Winifred and Anne, the co- 
heirs general of the said Sir John Fitz-Alan Lord Maltravers. 

IX. Greystoke is a Barony ^till in abej'snce, among 
the coheirs of Thomas Lord Dacre of Gillesland, whose 
grand mother, Elizabeth, was the sole heir general of the 
said Barony. 

X. Furnival, is a Barony, which J)y the heir general 
of Talbot, was brought into the family of Howard; and by 
^he like rule of descent, which separated it from the EarU 
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dom of Shrewsbury, i« now saspended in abeyance between 
the Lords Stourton and Petre, as the coheirs general of the 
Howard family. 

XI. LoVETOT, for the reason assigned under that arti- 
cle, appears never to have been a parliamentary Barony. 

XII. Verdon. If the abeymnce of this Barony among 
the coheirs of Theobald de Verdon, was ever determined, so 
that it passed into the family of Fumival ; then, by the 
heiress of Fumival it descended to the house of Talbot, 
and by the heiress of that house into the family of Howard ; 
between whose coheirs general, the Lords Stourton and 
Petre, it remains now suspended in abeyance. 

XIII. Strange of Blackmere. This BaronyHI ves* 

ted in the same line of descent as that of Fumival. 

XIV. Howard of Castle-Rising. This title be- 
came extinct upon the death of Edward Duke of Norfolk • 
without issue in 1777- 

From this brief recapitulation it will be found, it is pre- 
sumed, satisfactorily explained, that the late Duke of Norfolk 
was not, and that his son the present Duke is not entitled to 
these honours, which ignorance or flattery has attributed to 
ibe inheritance of the line of Howard of Greystoke. 

But it remains to be .observed, that Thomas, son and 
heir to Philip Howard Earl of Arundel was restored in blood 
by act of parliament the 1st of James I. and to all such 
titles of honour and precedence as Philip Earl of Arundel, 
his father, lost by his attainder ; as also, to the honour, state 
and <iignity of Earl of Surrey, and to such dignity of 
Baronies as the Doke oftKorfolk his grandftther lost by his 
attainder: but the Baronies of Clun and CNhraldestre in 

m 




ShropBhire, the ancient inheritance of the Fitz-AIans, Earls 
of Arundel, were bestowed on his great-uncle the Earl of 
Northampton, by whom they were transferred to his nephew, 
Thomas Earl of Suffolk. 

*t 
With regard to such dignity of Baronies as was forfeited 
by Thomas Duke of Norfolk, there appears only to have 
been that of Howard, ^or the Baronies of Mowbray, 
Segrave, and Braose of Gower .were then in abeyance, as 
they still remain ; excepting, that Mowbray was determined 
by the writ of summons of Henry-Frederick Lord Maltravers 
the ] jth of Charles I. ^s before mentioned. 

The Baronies forfeited by Philip Earl of Arundel, were 
Maltravers (a parliamentary Barony;) and those denominated 
Fitz-jpan, Warren, Clun and Oswaldestre; which (for rea- 
sons assigned under the account of those titular honours 
before respectively given) can ooif be looked upon as anci- 
ent feudal tenures, and not as Baronies of personal inheri- 
tance, as the aiBignment of the lands of Clun and Oswal- 
destre to the Earl of Northampton most clearly demonstrates. 

Th« claim to a moiety of the Barony of Greystoke, 
could not be affected, by either of the before mentioned 
attainders, as the same accrued to Thomas Earl of Arundel, 
in right of his mother, the coheir of Dacre of Gillesland, 
and not in right of his father Philip Earl of Arundel. 

The interest in the other Baronies of Talbot of Eck- 
leswell, of Goderich Castle, of Furnival, Verdon, Lovetot, 
and Strange of Blackmere, only became vested, or rather 
acquired, subsequently to the two attainders, before noticed ; 
and consequently now are in abeyance, or suspension, 
between the Lords Stourton and Petre, as the coheirs general 
of Lady AlaUic^ Talbot who bro||||fat their inheritance into 
the Howard ^M^y 
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